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STATR OP NEW JERSEY
DBPARTMENT OF LAW & PUBLIC SAFETY
DIVISION OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE SOARD OF PHARMACY

IN THE MATTER OF THE SUSPENSION :
OR REVOCATION OF THE LICENSE OF :

1

RONwLD EoRR, RPh., :
:

To PRAcTlcc PHKRMxcy IN THé :
STATS OF NEW JEREEY :
- . . . - . .. . ::

of a complaint by

the AtLorney General of New Jersey against the respondent Ronald C
-

sorr, R.P. on August 29, 2005 . The complaint alleged that'from at

leant June 2002 through September 2:Q2
. rpapondenL dispensed from

Adminlstrative Actlon

FINAL DECISION ANn ORDXR

Thie matter commenced' wlth the filing

Trenton Avenue Pharmacy Novartie drug samples for approximately one

hundred four (104) purported patients pursuant Lo New Jexaey

PrescrtpLion bllnk/ (NJFBSJ. *1th Novartïs vouchers attached

(ensuring no charge to the patient)
. A1I of the l04 NJêBS in

question were presented to the respondent
, in bulk, at Trenton

Avenue gharmacy by a Novartis pharmaceutical saleu repreeentative
.

The aample medications listed on the prescriptions incs
uded the

followlng pregeription legend drug/: Diovan HTC
, Elidet, Exelon,

Famvlr, Lamistl. and Starlix , Reapondentr. after filling the
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ione, either save the medicartonerescrtptions on different occas17

ical tepreaêntattve. or maïled thedirectly tc the pharmaceut

d medications, aa directed by the eales representative, todispense

hortzed prescriber who in fact was nor the prescriber for anyan aut

of the 104 patients- Respondent at no time contacted any patient

or any prescrtber who allegedly pigned the prescription blanks to

verify the validity of any of tbe prescriptions. Rnspondent never

counseled any patàent, naver ofrered to counsel any patientd never

çorpleted patient records as to the patient'e phone number or

gender, and nevor queationed that the prescriptione were not

delivered bg patients or their represontatives, nor picked up by

paeients or their repreaentatives. Respondent was reimbursed for

his cost of the drugs he dispensed and compensated with a

dispeneing fee for each of the filled prescrspLionc. A11 of the

preacriptions were fraudulent.

Based upon thoqe alleged facte. complainant charged

respondent with dilhonesty, fraud. daceptlon
, misrepregentation,

false promlse or false pretense in violation of N .J.S.A . 45:1-

21(b); gross peqligencee repeated acts of negligence
, lack of

profescional judgmente in violation of N.J.S.A. i5ct-21(c) and (d);

failure to conduct a prospective drug revtew
, failure to counsel

énd failure Lo o'fer to counsel, ïn violation of y.<h s.A. 45:14-

lS.I and 15.2; failure to record information in the patient profïle

recorda, Nn violatàon of N
.. J.S.A. 45:14-15.3; fatlure to place
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relpondent

response to those exceptiony on December 1G, 2:06.

On April 25, 2007 :0th counsel were afforded an

opportunity to present oral argument on the exceptions before the

Board. Stephen Funk, Nsqw of Jacobn & Barbone, P.A. appeared and

argued on behalf of Respondent Sorr. Deputy Attorney General Megan

Cordoma appeared for che Attorney General of New Jersey . A hearng

at which respondent was afforded an opportunity to present written

and testimonial evidence in mitigit:on ef penalty waa alao held

before the Board on Apri: 25, 29:7.

Board and complainant filed a

After due consfderation of the Admïniatrative Law Judgeza

gartial summary declsion and the underlying record in this case
,

the Board adopts as ics flnal decàsion the Initial Decislon

including the Findings of Fact
, as set forth in *he ALJ's factual

discuasion of the stipulated facts
, and the Conclusions of Law.

Counaçl for respondent, in his exceptiona, speculates

that the ALJ hab misconstxued the reinöursement to Sorr
, and

further speculates that based on Qhie l<themat&cal error
, the KLJ

atttibuEed monetary motivation a, the backbone of his determinatio
n

of respondent's liability , The Board diaagrees. In paragraph 11

of the Stipulation of Facts, it ls clearly stated that respondent

reeeived retmburaement covering the cost of tbe drug already

incurred by the respondenr and, in additton, a dispenaing fee for

each prêecription dispensed. Moreover, there is no reference by

filed exceptions with Lhe
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Judga Stein to profit in nhe decision. Rather, Lbe ALJ attributes

the liability of respondent to l..- turning a blind eYe.. fgnoring

the atandard of care mandated by the atatutes, regulauione and the

body ethics to be adhered to by thosm fn the professton, and

placing the public at risk by diopensing thè drugs to an unknown

end-uqer, placlnq the medicationa into the stream cf commerce

without consideration as to the potential harm to a member of the

publtc.

Respondent submlts that an evtdentiary proceeding should

have been held. Lhat respondent did not have the requieite intent

required to commtt fraud. Rather, counsel asserts the Board should

find that respondent was reasonable in h1: relianee on the bare

representation of the sales repreaentative of a pharmaceutical

company that the preecriptions were valid.

The Board reliee on its own expertioe after reviewlng the

photocopied NJP9S attached in Bxhibàt J-1 Stipulation of Facte, is

addition to the expert ovïnion of Doûna Horn, R.PH. Respondent

should have taken note of the remarkable similarity of the

handwrirfng on the face of the prescriptionl suppoledly writtmn by

different prescribers; the upusual distance between *he

practitioneral offlces and the patients' homes from the Trenton

Avenue Pharcncy; the bundled preoentation of prescriptions; the

oddïty that so many paciencs were concurrently sufferlng from

identical conditlons: all covered by the specific Novartis

5
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products. Indeed, this repeated h. . - turning a blind eye, goes to

the very heart of the pharmacist's duty to exercise profsssional

judgment, to ensure ihat a preecription is valid and not

fraudulent, and that the patient for whom thB prescription i
s

written will receive the preocr&bed mmdication for a valid medi
cal

purpose. Tnsteadr Roaald Sorr lgnored a11 Lhe hallmarks of

dishonesty, migreprosentation or rraud

prescription when hê either knew or

their vaAtdity. By

and blindly disponsed each

should have known to question

doing so, Ronald Sorr put druga into the qtream

of commerce that he knew or ehould have known 
were not

valtd patient and that unacdounted for
, may be ueed 57 unauthorized

gclng to a

indivlduals

unsuspecting member of the publie
.

for consumptlon or xolu through unlawful chann
elm to an

Reapondant's continued failure

to comply with the standard

general public at real and

of tare has put patlents and the

pctential risk.

Respondent does not contest thet he failed to 
adhere co

Lhe staLutory and regulatoty requirement
s to complete patient

record 
,information aa Lo geider and phone number

s Nor does

respondent reptesent tha: he counueled 
as to combinationv of

medicatton whlch were contraindlcated or oëfered to counsel any of

the fictitlous patients verbally 
or in wriring. a1l mandatory

requirements. Rather. reppondenL contendl that he relied on the

vexaesty of Nanna
, thn alles representatlve. and that he was

ndupede and could not have rore
seen that Nanna eould have engaged
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ln a fraudulent act such as theft of a practiuioner's NJPB pad and

thereafter created fraudulent scripts, However. in an attêmpt to

demonstrate that Nanna was not credible/ respondent cross-examined

Nanna under oath during the penalty phase. Nanna controverted

every representation made by respondent throushout theme

proceedinga. The Board found his Lestimony to be replete with

misrepresentations and noW ia hard-pressed to undergtand why

respondent, given the quesLionable càrcumatance, murrounding the

presenEation of the pregcriptions. aa well as the quqpect nature of

the prescriptionsy would rely on Nnnna as reapondent ao ably

demonstrated Nn front of the Board? was not credible.

In considertnq the penalty to be imposed in this matter
,

the Board afforded rerpondent the opportuniçg to present miti:ating

circumstancea and the Gtate the opportunity to respond
. The State

aubmitted in s-I a Certjficatioh of Coste accompanied by exhibits

'settin: forth investigatùry coscs
, Lhe amount charged for the

State's expert report, and a detailed bill for attorney'a fees on

behalf of the State.

Respondent presented only the teztimony of Nanna
, the

salea reprqsentative, although Mr
. sorr was in lttendance at the

procqeding. Counsel for Mx- Sorr confined hiv oral argument io

urging the Board Lo consider past caces Which couùsel deemed to .

involve more egregïous conduct than that of reapondent
.

This Board has found thRt Mr. sorr has demonstrated

7
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ln dispensing all of the multiple prescripttons

containeu within the subject 104 New

that were presented to

Jersey Preacrïption Blanks

h1m under highly suspâclous circumstancen
.

The State has argued that should respondent escape siqnlficsnt

discipllne for putting the public at risk by dllowlng these drug
s

to enter Snto the publïc domain. the public's confidence in the

profeBsion of pharmacy will he undermined
. The Board agrees.

Thereforez in order to lmpoee a penalty ïn accord *1th th
e

aeriousness of the

determined to order a five (5) year suspension o' Lhe li
cense to

/ractlce pharmacy of Ronald Sorr. The first two years of that

eugpension shall commenre :ixty (60) daya from the date o; th
e

fîling and lerviee of thie order
, to allow respondent a reasonable

amount of time to hire a Pharmacist- in-charge for the conttnued

operation of Treneon Avenue Pharmacy
.

findings in thim matter, the Board has

The Board has conducted

S-l, Certlfication of Costs

a detailed review of the state'm

submission,

oblected to the arounts

Moutrageous, # and

charged bg thê Etate . The Board :as

chàracteriking them as eover-ipflated@ and

speclfically objecting to the attornmy fees

determined that the

spent. given that on occasion

atcorney
fees do contain some

the Board vas billed

overlap of time

for two deputies to aceomplish one t
ask.

Rhtle the complextty of the tash may w
ell have necessitated the

and Exhibits. Respondent

part&cipation of more than one attorney
, the Board haa determined

reckless dlsregard

8
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However, it is

noted that no other specific objection *as made by respondent. We

find that the feea per hour charqed were reasonable and submisslons

on attorney'z feei sufficiently and adequately documear the manner

in which counsel's time waa spent ïn this matter
, and find the

overall time spent is reasonable in view of îts seriougness
, We

additional7y point out the important interests furthered by pureuit

of thia matter most signlfiuautly the paramount interest l
n

protecttng the public from practittoners Guch as regponuent
e who

would f111 bulk prescriptions
, încluding a number of medicattons

whieh lnvolve potentially hazardou:

knowing the recipients
, wtthout

tombinationa of drugs, wlthout

verification

representative.

of thi?

have known he dispenged mult:ple prescriptàons whl
ch were not

ialued for a legleimato purpoce and po/ed dang
ers to the publicq

Rvuvsxpoxp zm xa 
os xxza / 6 uay ov vNe .zoc,

oantpvn;

roviding counaellng, witioutP

and by delivery to a salesany prescr&ptions,

In ahort, this mRtter lnvolves a most vital role

Board, to protect the public from a practitioner who must

That the license of Ronald Sorr
, to practice

phaxmacy in the state of New Jersey ia h
ereby suspended for a

period of five years, the first tvo yeara ro be an active

Muspênylon, commenctng slyty daya tollowîng Lhe date of flli
ng and

servirc of thtm Order. During the active susponsion period

on chis one polnt, to adjust the attorney's fees.

9
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not handle or order inventory, compound, count
,

dispense any drug. He lhall not handle anything

requiring a prescription, including devices and medieations
, and he

shall uot handle prescriptions. Respondent Ihlll not advise or

lt with patients. and he is prohïbited from being' presentconsu

wiLhtn the prescriptlon fllling area of any pharmacy .

2. During the last three years of the sugpension/ all

of which shall be stayed and aerved as probation: respondent shall

not be permitted to be a preceptor or a pharmaclst-in- charge.

Prior to &ny reinstatement of licease
, respondent

shall submit a passing grade for the Multi-etate Jurfsprudence

Examination (MJPE) for an exam taken ln tHe last ninety (90) d
ayc

of the ûcttve suopension period
,

pag attorney'n fees and

coete to the Btate of $99.639.75 and a csvil poualty of $10,000

lnclulive of al1 four counts on whieh Parttal summary Decigion was

granted. All monies wlll be due and owing within ten b
u/lness daya

of the filing and service of thu flnal wrltten order by means of a

certified check or money order payable to the state of New Jeroey

1' lties andand submitted to the Board office. A1 monetary pena

coscs shall be pald prïok to reinstatement OE ll
cenge and

commencement of the probationary period.

Reapondent ia ordered to

Renpondent is to surrender his original wall

cert:fscate. his wallet certificate and the mo
st recent renewal

respondent shall

fill, refill or

10
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card of hls license to an authoriled representative of the Board of

Pharmacy wlthin Len days of the date of chts Order
.

STATE DOARD OF PHARMACY

V

9y: .
Edward G. McGinley , .P
presldent

11

, M  V o T I mlc 'ONJQPQCJG:XPI œ 3 *
.:D -n1G


